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COMBINED DECLARATIO N AND POWER OP ATTORNEY FOR LSA PATENT APPLICATION 

*. 1^1 ^- '^=ff"J»|°'^JIn'eniai^ Attomey^Doekei ID: 2243*001 

As a bclpw Bsmtd invrawr, I ttreb/ decUre tSai: ' 
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(Ct applicable). 

was filed as PCT latematiOOTJ Applicaiion. 

liS!?/tf^J^fteiSi«^^^ tte abwcidcntificd spcclfiodc^v including tec claim*, a snendcd by any 

KtfciTcd to above. iBcte»wlcdB«ftedutytodisdweitrfdnnahoowhk^ ' ' 

Llil'lE^'AiinllJw^ ^S^'^}^^^^!J^d'? 365(bJ of finy fiwrign appliwtiQn(5> for patent or mw.to:-s cciii5c«tc. or 365(8) of any 

^T^A^.^S^Ta^-^f 4c3isr»:cd at least one cowtfy cah«r Hum mc United ^ of Arnica, listed bclcw and have also identified bcliw. whcrb prioiiS'^b 
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NOTICE OF DUTY C F DISCLOSURE " 

IMPORTANT 
Duty Of Disclosure (Rule 56) 

H If mandatoiy that information of which you are aware or become aware of during th© prosecution of the application up until issuBnca of & 
patent and which it "Material to patantabillty" be disclosed to the PTO ( Infomfetion Disclosure S'^tement (IDS)). Sjbmissicn of such 
in^atlon Is nacassajy to c»mply with the ruias of tho Patent and TradSJiiaric Office (PTO) and to lessen ths likefihcod of attacks, in any sut>s;equem 
llieaticn, on Iho validity or enforceability of the patent on tho ground of 'inoqoltable conduct* Infermation whicn must he submitted includes not only 
pnnt»d publications but also offers for sate and puDl'ic uses of the Invention In iio U.S. more than one year prior to the US. filing date. The PTO 
considers information material to patentability: 

"...when It Is not cumulative to information already of record or being mace of record In the application, and 

{*) it establishes, by Irsetf or in combination with other information. 3 pnmji ftde case of unpatentabiilty of a claim; or 

(2) it refutes or Is inconsistent with, s position the applicant takos in: 

(i) opposing an argtment of unpatentabUity relied on by tho office, or 

(ii) asserting an argument of patentability. 

A prima facie case of unpatentability Is sstabllslied when the infonnation compels a conclusion that a claim is unpatentable under the 
p.;eponderance of evktence, ourdenof-proof standard, giving each term in the claim i(5 bwdest reasonable construction consistent 
witn the specification, and before any ccnsftteration (s given to wldance which nay be submitted In any attempt to establish a contrery 
conclusion of patentability." 

[f the materiaJity of the information la not clear, please send It to us, as soon as possmie after its discovary, tor our evaluation. Tne filing of an 
lOS shall not b& considered in any wway to bd an admisdien that the tnfcmiation is or is considered to be material to patantahility. 

Timing 

To minlmtae tne necessity of paying fees in order to have such infcnrifition considered by the PTO. we strongly advise ycu to: 

(a) send all known material infomntion to us at the latest 1 nnonth after a new application Is filed: 

(b) send a!! meterial infcm^atlon to us at the latest 1 month after It is ^r$t discovered by a porsor having a duty of disclosure urrHer 
tna rule (the iatiar are inventors* attorneys or agents prosecuting the application and associates of the inventor« or a'ssignees 
-involved with the application); and 

fc) send & copy of the search report in a counterpart foreign appfication and ell refenences cited therein (or preferably English 
languaa© equh/aients thereo.^ fo us at the latest 1 mon->h after its mailing date from the foreign patent offce. 

In casa (b) above, infomi us of th« date on which the infomTstrcn nrst came to the attantion of a person having a duty of disclosure. In case (a). Infbnn us 
of the maning date from the foreign patent ofRoe cf such ocmmunication. 

Non*English Language References 

Non-Englfsh language rBferences wiq njl be considered by the PTO unless: 

(1) an English language equivalent or Iranslaticn is provided. 

(2) an Indivicual associated with the filing of tha appllcaUon and most knowledgeabie about the conten: of the reference orcvides a concise 
explanation of its relevance, to tne best of hia/her knowlecae; a ccncise explanation may be oro\'ided by poinUng olI and providing a 
translation of the pertinent pa-ticns of the reference, or 

(3) the information was cUed in a search report by a foreign patent office and an English language version or translation cf the search report 
indicating the relevance of the reference is submitted. 

To minimize questbns of validity oased on a non-English language reference, option (1) is preferaote, espedally if tne imrention is of commercial 
jmportance. While proceeding under option (Z) or (3) may be sufSdent to comply with the Rule. an>- fcsuttan* presumption of validity over the non- 
English language reference(s) may be overcome in litfgatlcn. e.g.. if the explanation is shown to be inaccurate or incomplete. Aisa we foresee that 
explanations uncer option (2) may be challenged ir litigation on the ground that they were not made by the person most knewtedgaa We" 

THE DUTY OF DISCLOSURE APPLJES TO ALL INDIVIDUALS SUBSTANTIVELY INVOLVED IN THE 
PREPARATION OR PROSECUTION OF THE APPLICATION. 

THE DUTY IS A CONTINUING OBLIGATION WHICH DOES NOT CEASE UNTIL THE PATENT IS 
GRANTED. 
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